Austrian comments on WIR

General remarks

Environmental indicators at the European level appear to only make sense if they can be “filled with life” and if data are available for at least the greater part of Europe, which seems to be currently not the case. Currently for some of the indicators information is only available for a few rivers, lakes or coastal waters. 
The presentation of a few lakes (see e.g. fig. 3.5), specific estuaries (fig. 3.6 and 3.7) or coastal waters (fig. 3.8) as a short-term solution appears to make only sense if presentation/ assessment is based on comparable methods in Member Countries. 

Comparable assessment methods however appear currently not to be available, therefore, if for the time being presentations shall be made it should be explicitly mentioned in the report that the presented results are examples only without being comparable for the whole of Europe

Chapter 3

General remark

Indicators related to the WFD appear useful in the mid-term, however the relevant information will in many cases not be available before 2006 (after the finalisation of work on intercalibration, assessment systems, monitoring systems).
· Page 4 (3.1), Paragraph 1: The separate notion of phytoplankton and algae appears strange 


· Page 7, Table 3.1: acronym ICZM should be explained


· Page 8: description for Figure 3.2 explains results which do not correspond to the Figure (UK-Northern Ireland chemical and biological scheme); 
the figure itself is not clearly readable (which collumn corresponds to which country, have Luxembourg and France got two physico-chemical classification schemes?)


· Page 8, Figure 3.3: percentage of classified river length from the total length of rivers per state should be added to the figure.


· Indicator Fact Sheet "National River Classification Schemes", Page 4, Subindicators, Key message: It is assumed, that river stretches that are not part of classification scheme are of good quality. It also could be assumed that these stretches DO NOT have good quality, which makes the significance of the indicator very low.


· Page 9, Figure 3.4: The proportion of lakes of less than good quality in relation to the NUMBER of classified lakes (each lake can be seen as an individual system) might be a better indicator in stead of relation to the area.


Chapter 4

· Title: Chapter 4 covers more than Eutrophication and organic pollution of water suggested title:

Nutrients and organic pollution of water

· Page 23, Paragraph 3: Nitrate concentration development should be explained more understandable (increase or decrease)

